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and Modify PolIcIes Governing Them.

To: The CommissIon

We think that the proposed rule changes will cause an
exceSSlve burden on the users of PublIc Safety and Commercial lwo
Way Radio. If Part 90 is replaced by Part 88 as it was drafted.
users will have to extensively modIfy their radio systems~ or 1n
some cases replace them. In the case of Government and PublIC
saof:et. y i t me~~.!1 ns t t,a tI"~';':L.....e,!lY...f:~,I ..§. IN 1 1 J, ·f: 0 (:;)'l:, t t'le b i 1 1 tOt" ~?p 1lace
t.hem. In thf.i! (:::ii.\Sf.;! (:J,f: C<::lmmfoJrcial 1·".~CjlO !sy!!stcoi!ms. It. mei!i\nS t.h.3.t
users w11l be forced to modify or replace a radio system that. in
most cases works flne. The result wlil be Increased prlces to
uset"s.
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of Part 88 is to free up part of the radIO spectrum for new
users. That IS fIne 1n Itself, but It IS not rIght to make
existing licensed users" portion 0+ the spectrum unusable to
them. It appears that narrow bandlng is the best way. and gOlng
to 12.54 KHz spacing may be possIble. Narrowing the bandwidths
tCl 6.25 I<H;·: ....~nd ~5 KH:;: wi. I J r.::aust? u~s(;?ns to ejr"ast.ic.,d Iy moc:llfy
their equipment or replace it 1+ conversIon IS not possIble. We
think that WIll De an unreasonable requIrement.

The idea of users fundIng the equIpment conversion by
reassignIng part of an exist.lng wldeband channel does not seem
right. The assIgnment of frequencIes should be left excluslvely
to eh F,e.C. fhlngs 11ke thIS would lead to turning usable
frequencies into an uncontrolled, unlIcensed mess.
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service area. Blalne County In South central Idaho. is a large
area with signal coverage problems Decause of mountainous
terraIn. If t.ransmltter power is lImIted to reduce service areas
to 50 miles for co-channel separatIon, many of the systems WIth
transmItters on hIgh mountaln t.ops will be greatly handicapped.
Areas In which people depend on two-way communIcations for public
safet.y and to facll1tate commerce WIll no longer be covered.
This WIll be counter to the fuel conservatIon effort, because
users will be driVIng around their coverage area to find a place
where the radio WIll work or a pay phone.

We suggest that there be a compromIse proposal +or ERP/HAAT
lImits fer use In rural area•.

In paragraph 21 of FCC 92-469 there IS reference to "large
inliovatlve Opet"iiil'l:.:t.ons". 'Th€\? :t.cl~:\?a c)·f ~.ettinq <i.'\sr>:L(je i!i\t.~~.

+requencles for use of new technologIes may have merlt. cut t.he
language uS1ng large operators sounds llke frequency spectrum
being monopolized by large companies squeezing out and
cont. re lli ng $;ma 11 uset"s. New tee hnD J. oqy ~l if: 1, t:. i s t:H:~t:. ter • t,as c\:'\
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way of naturally replaCIng the old in the electronICS market.
Permitting trunked operation on freauencies below 512 MHz.

is goed and we would support that.
The promotlon of intereperabllity appears to be useful fer

communicatIon between dlfferent types of public agencIes. we
would support the creation of a few channels fer the sole purpose
c·t:: mLd:.ua 1 aid.
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open the door to abuse by large operaters. The adoptlon of the
ENclusive Use Overlay (EWO) will obVIously favor large licensees.
Small individual lIcensees will be edged out and have to
subscribe to large servIce prOVIders.

Q.r.!.. J~;.E ..QJ.9 §§!.rY..~..Ef.:~.?.J. Un c:1 e t.. F t.. e~ q L.t e neyeC) C) t· c:1 i n.,\ t:. ion ~ t t·, £.)

proposed rule change says that Small Systems not qualifYIng for
an .~UQ er..:..~..f~J.: ..~.D.F.!@ s;hm.ll cj be~.~; ..~.£.!::~ ..~~ ..~? on the S<l:o\me 'h'equenc:y
(vertical loading). rather than be aSSIgned separate channels
(horizontal loading). This WOUld make avallable channels to
conventl0na~ systems overcrowded. Assignment WIthout regard to
eligibility would lump together diverse types of users making the
frequencies chaotic.
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systems to conform to narrow band reqUirements will net be as
SImple as redUCIng transmitter deVIatIon. WhIle that may conform
t. rans mit. t. e t· s t. c:) t. h ~1 n ~.) w t" U 1. e) • .~~..y..§..t:..e.~,r.!L.S).f:!. ..~?.r: ..€:~..t.;..9.n wi 1. .J. t:> f:iI d €~ 9 r .:\ c:f f.? d
with lower receIver levels.
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of these proposed rules are good ane necessary. they are as a
whC:l 1e:SE.9.....m~~~.s:..tl .....:.t9..P......§.9.9.n • 1. t. w i. 1. 1. a], I r.: c:> sd:, mcm f.? y • We 1. i v f.? 1 n a
country recovering frem a recessIon and faced WIth payIng off a
huge defIcit. We don"t need this addItional burden. It is a
burden from the aspect. of beth paying for the changes and
limitIng the usefulness of existIng communIcation systems.

Please keep the small radio system user in rural area. 11ke
curs In mInd whIle enacting new rulES.

Respectfully SUbmitted.
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